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be more than a binding offer to sell. The bearing of
this case on the case of Helby v. Matthews is discussed in
Chapter 6, post, p. 159.
(B)   APPLICATION  OF  BILLS  OF  SALE  ACTS
Another important question which arises for considera-
tion on the construction of hire-purchase agreements, is
whether or not the document amounts to a bill of sale.
On the decision of this question frequently depends the
ownership of property to the value of many thousands of
pounds, as owing to the severity of the provisions of the
Bills of Sale Acts, 1878 and 1882, lack of registration
(even if, owing to the form of the document, registration
were not impossible) may render the entire transaction
nugatory.
The purpose of the Bills of Sale Acts was twofold.
The Act of 1878, whereby the Acts of 1854 and 1866
(which do not here concern us) were repealed, was passed
to protect creditors by preventing false credit being given
to persons who had parted with the ownership of goods,
on the strength of their continuing in possession of those
goods as though they were the owners. The Act of 1882
was passed for the very different purpose of protecting
needy persons being entrapped into signing complicated
documents which they might be unable to understand,
and so be subjected to harsh provisions (k).
A bill of sale has been defined by Lord Esher in Johnson
v. Diprose (I) as " a document given with respect to the
transfer of chattels and is used in cases where possession
is not intended to be given.15 There are two main classes
of bills of sales, absolute bills of sale and those given by
way of security for the payment of money, and the Act of
(k) Manchester, Sheffield 6- Lincolnshire Railway Co. v. North Central
Wagon Co. (1888), 13 App. Cas. 554, per Lord Herschell, L.C. at p. 560 ;
7 Digest 4, 6.
(/) (1893) 1 Q. B. 512 ; 7 Digest 132, 754.

